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The  British  UhidentifieO  Flying  Object  Reusrch  Auoclnnn  (BUFORA)  (ncei  He  origins  directly  Back 
10  the  London  U.F.O,  ReiMrcn  Organinlort  ILUFORO).  wtiich  seas  foMrxtad  by  four  researchers  July 
1969.  LUFORO's  original  alms  included  forming  a  rkellonal  and  Irrtarnatlonel  federation  of  UFO  societies, 
Lergeiy  through  the  efforts  o>  one  of  hs  foundesv  Nigel  SieimetMon,  LUFORO  brou^  logathar  seven  other 
societies  including  ths  Scottish  UFO  Research  Society  to  inaugurate  The  British  U.F.O.  Aseocletlon  (BUFOA) 
on  22nd  September  1962.  It  Is  worth  noting  thet  ol  those  fourHfer.socIatias,  The  Britisti  Flying  Saucer  Bureau, 
based  In  Bristol,  was  founded  In  1952.  end  one  of  its  membera,  Grahem  Knetvstub,  an  eleclrlcal  engineer  re¬ 
search  scientist,  was  the  Asaoclet ion's  first  prasidem.  For  admlnistrattwe  mesons,  LUFORO  merged  with  BUFOA 
on  25th  Jenusry  1964,  and  was  raeonstituted  aa  The  British  U.F.O.  Research  Association,  undar  an  aighHSoint 
programme  and  a  eonnitution  drawn  up  by  John  Clcary-Bakar. 

During  its  four  and  a  half  vaari  ol  ealstance,  LUFORO  regularly  publlshad  LUFORO  BULLETIN,  and  BUFOA 
saw  two  editions  ol  BUFOA  JOURNAL  beforo  both  were  margad  into  BUFORA  JOURNAL  AND  BULLETIN. 
Tna  "AND  BULLETIN"  has  now  bean  droppod  lor  aimplicHy.  Tan  years  later,  estcouraged  bv  Its  Chairmen, 
Roger  Stanwiy,  BUFORA  explored  the  benoftts  which  vaould  accrue  from  Company  status  end  on  24th 
November,  1975  became  a  Comptny  Limited  by  Guareniee. 

BUPORA'i  bteie  elms  remain  as  they  wereoriginehy  formuleied. 

Ill  To  encourage  end  promote  unbiesM  scientific  Invenigeiion  into  Unidentified  Flying  Object  Fhenomens. 
121  To  collect  end  dlfscmlnMa  evidence  eng  date  releiing  <o  unidentified  Flying  OMaett. 

13)  To  co-ordinet#  UFO  research  on  e  nation-wide  tcele  eno  eo-oparete  w<tn  panens  and  organlMtioni 
engaged  upon  tirnilar  research  in  all  carts  ol  the  world. 

BUFORA  eentlnuss  to  have  the  lupoort  of  autonomous  member-societies.  In  addition  to  Its  Individual  members, 
and,  by  raeolvlng  Its  proDlemt  Internal) V,  BUFORA  hea  en|oved  edmlnletradvesiebilily,  Consepuently,  it  hei 
*Ble  to  etudv  end  aviluece  a  wide  range  of  reported  UFO  pbanomena.  end  has  built  up  e  netlemwide  team 
of  Jnveetlgaton  amongst  Its  membersnlp.  Kowever,  the  Jksfocietlon  cannot  afford  to  be  complacent  and  there 
b  ftlll  a  need  for  eernpnent  seople  to  cover  acme  of  tba  laia  populated  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  at  Ihort 
netlea, 

Through  the  vaara  the  Aatoclition  has  andsavourad  to  provida  lecturers  for  cultural,  butineae  and  aoucaiionel 
group!,  end  mambara  heveappaarad  on  radio  and  taWviaion  from  rime  to  time.  Fleguler  monthly  maeiinga 
have  Beer  held  In  oantrel  London,  Intersoerted  with  occetional  regional  cenletaneat.  In  Januerv  1969,  the 
Aaaoclitlon  mounted  a  large  etand  at  tha  Naw  Veer  Show  at  Olympia  (courtesy  of  the  Daily  Mali)  wnara  It 
was  poiiiOla  for  it  to  meet  the  public  face  to  face.  BUFORA  and  its  pradacssiors  have  endeavoured  to  co* 
Bparata  mutually  with  me  press,  end  "silly  season"  tiorlet  are  becoming  a  manar  of  thepesL  Efforts  to  give 
UFO  research  a  ratpecteble  Image,  oespite  me  eetlvliies  of  certain  auael-rellgious  orgenisetions.  seemc  to  be 
paving  off,  end  It  Is  gratifying  to  fino  that  BUFORA  la  frequently  treated  as  "e  mempet  of  the  setaDlithmerL" 

Reports  of  UFOs  continue  to  reach  BUFORA  dally,  end  while  this  eituaiion  continuee,  there  it  e  cohstant 
need  to  review  tha  existing  technifluei  of  Inveetigetion.  eveluetlon  and  research  in  order  to  further  encourage 
the  interest  of  tha  selantlfic  community  In  this  country. 

This  "Guide  to  tha  UFO  Phenomenon"  is  published  by  BUFORA  Ltd.  In  the  furtherance  of  Itt  elms  and 
objectives. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The  phenoDieDon  of  CDidentifled  Flying. Objects. is  e  fascLnsting  scientific 
enigoa.  Its  characteristic  elusiveness  causes  frequent  feelings  of  bewilderaeiit 
and  esasperation  in  even  the  most  experienced  investigator  and  researcher. 

The  reality  of  the  UFO  phenomenon  is  no  longer  seriously  questioned  by 
those  who  have  troubled  to  take  more  than  a  cursory . glance  at  the  existing  global 
evidence.  Those  Scientists  and  Governments  who  have  admitted  their  concern  with 
UFOs  agree  that  in  general  approximately  lOZ  of  all  UFO  reports  cannot  be  satis¬ 
factorily  explained.  The  current  controversy. relates  to  the  cmcial  question  - 
Hould  additional  investigation  and  research  reveal  a  natural  or  manufactured 
explanation  for  this  mystifying  101  of  reportst  The  official  Governmental  and 
scientific  answer  to  this  question  is  a  wholly  unfounded  "TBS".  Unfounded  because 
Che  answer  is  based  on  a  false  assmpcion  and  not  the  true  facts.  The  false 
assumption  is  that  there  must  surely  be  a  natural  explanation  for  UFO  reports; 
there  cannot  possibly  be  a  global  phenomenon  the  very  existence  and  nature  of  which, 
is  unknown  to  man  in  his  present  age  of  technological  achievasent.  This  is  a 
patently  dangerous  assumption  which  has  often  proved  to.be  Che  cause  of  considerable 
asbarrassment  within  scientific  circles  ec  practically  every  stage  of  mankind's 
deve lopmenC. 

So  much  for  the  false  assusption,  what  about  the  facta:-* 

PACT  1.  There  has  been  so  far  only  a  negligible  amount  of  official 

scientific  investigation  Into  the  UFO  phencnenon  (at  least  publicly). 

FACT  2.  The  little  official  investigation  that  has  been  conducted  has 
failed  to  satiefactorily  explain  the  baffling  lOZ  of  reports. 

FACT  3.  The  UFO  phenomenon  eventually  gained  its  long  overdue  scientific 
ceapaetahility  in  Novaber  1971  when  the  preetigioua  American 
Institute  of  Aeronaucica  and  Astronautics  (AIAA)  officially 
cacosmetided  the  renewed  scieocific  study  of  UFOs. 

FACT  4.  In  common  with  other  serious  nstionsl  UFO  Research  Associations 
in  ocher  pates  of  the  world.  BUFORA  continues  its  policy  of 
drawing  the  attention  of  laymen  and  scientists  alike  to  the 
challenge  of  the  UFO  phenomenon. 

I  do  hope  Che  following  pages  will  prove  helpful  and  thought-provoking  for 
Chose  who  may  be  new  to  this  Intriguing  subject.  If  this  is  so,  the  publication  of 
this  hooklac  will  have  been  amply  justified.  There  ate  many  facets  to  the  phenomsnon 
and  these  pages  can  only  really  serve  to  scimulece  end  arouse  the  curiosity  of  the 
reader.  If  you  wish  to  learn  more  about  UFOs,  and  the  scientific  quest  for  the 
truth,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  either  BUFMA  or  the  appropriate  Research 
Association  in  your  part  of  Che  world,  tfe  would  be  very  glad  Co  help  you  with 
information,  advice  and  recoomeoded  reading. 

Roger  H.  Stanway,  NBA,  FRAS, 

Chairstan,  BUFORA. 
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THE  U.F.O  PHENOMENON 


1.  DEFINITION 

In  their  final  ret>ort  of  the  Scientific  Study  of  Dnldenclfied  Flying  Objects, 
1968,  the  University  of  Colorado  study  group  defined  a  UFO  in  the  folloving  manner:- 

"An  unidentified  flying  objects  (UFO  pronounced  OOFO)  is  Che  sCisulus  for  a 
report  made  by  one  or  more  individuals  of  something  seen  In  the  sky  (or  an  object 
thought  to  be  capable  of  flight  but  seen  when  landed  on  Che  earth)  which  the  observer 
could  not  identify  as  having  an  ordinary  natural  origin,  and  which  seosed  to  him 
sufficiently  puzzling  that  he  undercook  to  stake  a  report  of  it  to  police,  to 
government  officials,  Co  Che  press,  or  perhaps  Co  a  representative  of  a  private 
organisation  devoted  to  the  study  of  such  objects," 

Taken  strictly  in  the  literal  sense  this  definition  suggests  that  any  artifact 
observed  in  the  sky  must  be  a  UFO,  and  would  have  been  more  accurate  had  it  read 
...  "as  having  an  ordinary  natural  or  artificial  origin."  Couched  in  these  terms 
the  stimuli  for  UFO  reports  can  have. many  and  diverse  origins  in  misinterpreted 
natural  atmospheric  and  celestial  phenomena,  for  example  cloud  formations,  ball 
lightning,  bolides  and  planets, and  in  cononly  raisldenClfled  manmade  devices 
including  aircraft,  balloons  and  satellites.  In  certain  cases,  of  course  the  stimulus 
is  not  even  a  real  one.  Statistically  9  out  of  10  UFO  reports  belong  to  these 
cat egories. 

While  this  may  be  eensldarcd  a  valid  definition  in  very  general  terms  the 
British  U.F.O.  Research  Association  has  come  to  define  more  clearly  and  precisely 
the  object  of  its  researches.  Though  naturally  investigations  are  carried  out  of  all 
alleged  UFO  slghtinge  which  case  to  our  attention,  we  are  principally  concerned  with 
Che  study  of  those  reports  which  are  not  only  puzzling  to  the  observer,  but  also  to 
Che  persons  technically  and  scientifically  qualified  to  evaluate  them.  These  reports 
which  defy  explanation  in  normal  terms,  resisting  all  attoipts  to  establish  thsir 
origins  as  nlsperceived  natural  phenomena  or  mao'made  devices  constitute  the  smell 
residue  of  cases  eharacterissd  by  both  a  high  degree  of  credibility  and  high  strange' 
ness  which  describe  unidentifiable  flying  objects. 

It  is  worthy  of  mention  they  most  researchers  pronounce  UFO  as  TEUFO  end  not 
0070  as  Che  Condon  Coonittee  'instructs*. 

2.  NATURE 

UFOs  ace  generally  an  aerial  phenomenon,  e  fact  which  has  been  recorded  from 
ground  based  visual  observations,  by  pilots  and  the  passengers  of  airccafc,  by  radar 
Installations,  from  photographs  and  even  by  astronauts  in  orbit  above  the  atmosphere. 
There  are  many  hundreds  of  cases  however  where  UFOs  hsve  been  reported  to  land  on  the 
earth  and  take  off  again,  while  in  certain  instances  reports  describe  then  entering 
or  leaving  the  oceans  of  Che  world. 

The  global  nature  of  Che  UFO  phenomenon  ie  a  fact  which  haa  been  established 
over  Che  last  25  years  from  the  distinctive  appearance  and  behavioural  patterns  which 
run  through  and  characterise  thousands  of  inexplicable  reports  originating  from  every 
part  of  Che  world.  Identical  objects  have  been  observed  and  even  photographed,  the 
reports  of  which  are  separated  by  years  in  time  and  by  many  thousands  of  miles  in 
their  location. 
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Perhaps  its  most  frustrating  feature  is  tlie  transient  nature  of  the  phenonenon. 
More  often  than  not  manifestations  are  short  lined,  sane  lasting  for  fractions  of  an 
hour  and  others  for  no  more  than  a  few  seconda,  Ae  a  conseqcieace  we  are  faced  with 
having  to  investigate  the  reports  of  UFO  sightings  ""A  not  dlreclljr  the  UFOs  themselves. 

UFOs  present  an  unconventional  and  highly  coaplez  phenaaenon.  Their  appearance 
in  many  instances  affords  the  irapreaaion  of  "craft-like"  or  "machlne-lilce"  aerial 
devices  under  systematic  control.  In  design,  often  wingless  discs  or  cigar-shaped 
objects,  they  are  completely  unlike  conventional  aircraft  and  their  performance 
characteristics  equally  as  unparalleled,  UFOs  appear  to  defy  the  laws  of  physics 
AS  WE  UNDERSTAND  THEM. 

The  late  Dc.  James  E.  McDonald,  aenior  physicist. of  the  Institute  of  Atmospheric 
Physics,  the  University  of  Ariaona,  in  tfaia  statement  before  the  Coonlttee  of  Science 
and  Astronautics,  U,S,  House  of  Representatives,  July  29ch  1968,  susimarised  the  problem:- 

"The  UFO  problem  is  so  unaonventionalj  involves  such  improbable  events, 
sueh  insxpliaable  phenomenology,  so  defies  ready  essplaruition  in  terms  of 
present-day  seientifia  htiMledge,  has  sueh  a  curiously  elusive  quality  in 
many  respects,  that  it  is  not  surprising  (given  certain  features  in  the 
past  twenty  years  handling  of  the  problem)  that  scientists  have  not  taken 
it  seriously.  We  scientists  are,  as  a  group,  net  too  well-orientated 
towards  taking  up  problems  that  lie,  not  just  on  the  frontiers  of  our 
soientifie  knowledge,  but  far  aerose  some  gulf  whose  breadth  cannot 
be  properly  estimated. " 

If  Che  question  of  UFOs  is  a  scientific  one  Chen  within  Che  rigid  and  exacting 
disciplines  of  science  the  potential  resesrcher  will  require  both  quantitative  and 
qualicecivs  data. 

3.  EVIDENCE 

Whet  evidence  have  ve  for  UFOs?  Can  we  prove  they  exist  and  moreover  can  we 
determine  their  true  nature  and  origin?  In  Che  forward  to  his  book,  "The  Report 
on  Undentified  Flying  Objects"  L9S6,  Eduard  J.  Ruppelc,  former  head  of  the  U.S.  Air 
Pores  Project  Blue  Book  asks  "What  eoosctcutes  proof?  Does  a  UFO  have  to  land  at 
Che  River  Entrance  to  the  Pentagon,  near  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  offices?  Or  is 
it  proof  when  a  ground  radar  station  detects  a  UFO,  sends  a  jet  to  intercept  it,  the 
jet  pilot  sees  it,  and  locks  on  with  his  radar,  only  to  have  the  UFO  streak  away  at 
a  phenmenal  speed?  Is  it  proof  when  a  jet  pilot  fires  sc  a  UFO  and  sticks  to  his 
story  even  under  the  threat  of  coucc-sarcial?  Does  this  constitute  proof?" 

In  a  court  of  low,  on  the  accumulated  evidence  the  case  for  the  UFO  would  have 
been  proven  many  times.  The  testimony  of  witnesses  and  circumstantial  evidence  ace 
sufficient  to  bring  in  this  verdict. 

But  what  of  scianCiflc  evidence.  To  describe  a  new  phenomenon  requires  the 
colleccion  of  many  of  its  qualitative  and  quantitative  aspects,  Dofoctunately  in  a 
great  number  of  UTO  sightings  the  amount,  type  and  quality  of  scientific  data  have 
been  insufficient  even  to  describe  the  event  with  any  degree  of  accuracy  or  to 
identify  it  with  a  known  classificacim,  let  alone  class  Che  event  as  a  new 
phenomenon . 

The  scientist  will  ask  why  the  paucity  of  scientific  dace,  and  yet  it  is 
science  which  has  Ignored  the  prohloss  for  25  years.  Dr.  McDonald  has  mentioned  Che 
scientists'  dilemna,  a  dileoma  which  is  not  new  or  restricted  to  the  phenomenon  in 
hand.  The  well  known  and  often  quoted  exmnple  from  history  of  science’s  negative 
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attitude  towards  the  reports  of  meteorite  falls  during  the  lAth  Century  shows  clearly 
how  Che  establishment  of  chat  day  tended  to  ignore  the  facts  because  "they  did  not 
make  sense".  Besides  this  most  reports  were  made  by  the  casual  observer  -  the  non- 
scientist,  and  therefore  not  reliable. 

In  the  case  of  meteoritea,  as  we  know  today,  history  had  tba  last  laugh,  and 
yet  now  faced  with  a  "parallel''  set  of  circtnatances  Che  evidence  for  UFOs  by 
virtue  of  its  origin  in  lay  obaervaciona  is  scorned  and  scoffed  at  as  unreal. 

It  is  because  of  its  random  and  unpredictable  nature  that  the  bulk  of  evidence 
for  the  phenomenon  stems  from  the  testistony  of  eye  witnesses.  This  type  of  evidence 
suffers  unfortunately  from  human  error  and  is  subjective  to  one  degree  or  another. 
Although  Che  senses  are  quite  remarkable  in  their  capabilities  they  ace  poor  recorders 
of  scientific  data.  But  should  we  then  ignore  all  but  the  scientific  observer,  as 
in  Che  case  of  meteorites?  Ko,  ve  cannot  dinsiss  these  lay  reports  <mt  of  hand. 

As  Maj.  Gen.  John  A.  Samfocd,  Chen  Director  of  U.S.  Air  Force  Intelligence  put  it 
at  a  1952  Pentagon  preaa  conference,  "Credible  observers  have  sighted  relatively 
incredible  objects."  Evaluating  Che  credibility  of  witnesses  is  itself  a  problem 
and  in  many  cases  Chough  the  UFO  sighting  is  of  "hi^  strangeness"  there  is  but  a 
single  witness  to  the  event.  On  the  ocher  hand  the  reliability  of  the  details  of  any 
report  is  greatly  enhanced  when  these  details  are  corroborated  by  a  nusber  of  inde¬ 
pendently  located  obaervers.  Records  show  chat  witnesses  are  from  all  walks  of  life 
and  from  every  part  of  the  globe,  and  in  moec  cases  their  observations  vara  a  fort¬ 
uitous  event.  Since  eyewitness  reports  form  the  bulk  of  UFO  evidence,  these  describe 
the  whole  spectrum  of  recorded  UFO  events. 

The  most  commonly  reported  ace  the  "lights  in  the  sky"  or  nocturnal  meandering 
lights  which  in  spite  of  their  great  abundance  ere  the  least  significant  and  scien*' 
tifically  useful  category  of  UFOs.  A  second  category,  in  Dr,  Hynek's  CetDinelogy 
are  the  "Daylight  Discs",  which  chough  they  are  not  necessarily  alt  disc-shaped,  arc 
observed  at  ooderace  distances  during  daylight  hours,  and  give  the  impression  of  a 
solid,  and  in  many  cases  aecalllc-looking  object  of  unconventional  design.  Far  more 
interesting  is  a  third  category  including  close  range  sightings  of  what  ace  generally 
described  as  wingless  discs  and  cigar-shaped  objects.  These  reports  describe 
structural  details  such  as  "pores",  "doors",  and  "legs"  (the  teras  used  by  witnesses 
which  suggest  most  closely  feetures  they  believe  they  have  observed,)  It  is  in  this 
category  that  landed  DFOg  ars  to  be  found  and  descriptions  of  their  "operators''  or 
"pilots".  A  fourth  class  of  UFO  is  repcesented  by  close-range  night  time  sightings 
of  glowing,  hovering  objects,  often  with  blinking. or  pulsating  lights.  Usually  a 
distinct  shape  is  not  sten,  evidsntly  in  seme  cases  due  to  the  brilliance  of  the 
lights.  Less  significant  scientifically  chan  the  preceeding  category,  they  ere  none 
the  lass  difficult  to  account  for  in  terns  of  any  known  type  of  vehicle.  These  four 
groups  are  certainly  not  exhaustive  of  the  many  UFO  events  encountered  but  they  do 
constitute  the  most  ccesmon  observational  types  reported. 

Besides  the  mass  of  eyewitness  eccouncs  there  is  a  comparscively  small  but 
significantly  more  valuable  source  of  evidence  which  has  been  recorded  by  instru- 
raencacion  or  which  is  scientifically  measurable.  Radar  sightings  are  impoccanc 
amongst  these  ocher  sources  of  evidence.  Probably  the  best  known  of  these  is  the 
Lakenheath,  England  radar-visual  case  of  13th/14ch  August  1956.  (Flying  Saucer 
Review,  Vol,  16  Ho,  2).  The  optical/radar  chapter  of  The  Scientific  Study  of  Un¬ 
identified  Flying  Objects  contains  the  following  sCacemenC  abouCChe  case.  "In 
summary,  this  is  Che  most  puzzling  and  unusual  case  in  the  radar-visual  files. 

The  apparently  rational,  intelligent  behaviour. of  the  UFO  suggests  a  mechanical 
device  of  unknown  origin  as  the  most  probably  explanaciou  of  this  sighting." 


-  s  - 


Photographs  of  UFOs,  usually  combined  «lch  Tisual  sigiitlngs,  if  authentic 
can  provide  additional  scientific  evidence.  Two  well  knows  cases  of  this  type  are 
those  of  Santa  Ana,  California  of  3rd  August,  1965  and  of  McHlnnville,  Oregon,  11th 
May,  1950.  See  plates  1  &  2. 


PLATE  1  One  of  the  three  photographs  of  a  metallic-looking  disc  taken  by  traffic 


McMinnville,  Oregon  on  llth  May  1950  (The  lines  on  the  bottom  photograph 
are  merely  for  analysis  purposes). 


In  the  former  case  Traffic  Investigator  Heflin  while  on  duty  observed  that 
his  two-way  tadio  cut  off  just  before  a  mecallic- looking  disc  moved  across  the  road 
in  front  of  him.  Threa  photographs  were  taken  before  the  object  moved  off  after 
emitting  a  smoke  ring.  Ha  than  drive  about  a  mile  down  the  road  and  photographed 
the  ring.  In  addition  to  the  highly  unusual  shape  of  the  UFO  portrayed  in  the 
photographs,  two  other  strange  characteristics  were  evidently  present,  the  first 
being  the  apparent  effect  on  Che  vehicle  radio  and  the  second  the  emission  of  Che 
ring  of  "smoke". 

In  the  McMinnville  incident  the  witness  reportedly  observed  a  metallic-looking 
disc-shaped  UFO.  She  called  her  husband  and  after  locating  their  cmera  he  took 
two  photographs  of  the  object  before  it  disappeared  into  the  distance.  In  the  con¬ 
cluding  remarks  of  this  case,  The  Scientific  Stndy  of  Unidentified  Flying  Objects 
states,  "This  is  one  of  the  few  UFO  reports  in  which  all  factors  Investigated, 
geometric,  psychological  and  physical  appear  to  be  consistent  with  the  assertion 
that  an  extraordinary  flying  object,  silvery,  metallic,  disc— shaped,  tens  of  metres 
in  diameter,  and  evidently  artificial  flew  within  sight  of  two  witnesses.  It  cannot 
be  said  that  the  evidence  positively  rules  out  a  fabrication  although  there  ere  seme 
physical  factors  such  as  the  accuracy  of  certain  photo-metric  meesures  of  the 
original  negatives  which  argue  against  a  fabrication." 
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Physical  effects  on  the  enviroiment  by  tbe  close  approach  or  landing  of  UFOs 
offer,  more  than  any  other  type  of  evidence  (except  pl^sical  evidence  or  "hardware"), 
Che  most  potential  for  scientific  measuronent .  There  is  on  record  a  vide  variety 
of  physical  effects  which  inlude  Che  so  c8lled"electro"^ugiieCic  effects"  (causing 
ignition  and  lights  failures  of  vehicles,  general  interfereiice  with  radio  and 
television  receivers,  and  other  electrical  and  electrcsiic  equlpoenc,  magnetisation 
of  materials  including  watches  and  so  on),  paycbological  effects  on  witnesses 
especially  where  these  were  in  close  proximity  to  a  laired  UFO,  (e.g.  mild  radia¬ 
tion  exposure  producing  a  reddening  of  the  shin  ctsparable  to  aunbum,)  and 
depressions,  burnt  marks,  disturbed  and  dead  vegetaticm  on  tbe  ground.  U5  researcher 
Ted  Phillips,  having  made. an  exhaustive  study  of  this  aspect  of  UFO  manifestations 
has  produced  a  book  devoted  to  phyaical  traces  associated  with  UFO  sittings. 

Diagram  1,  shows  a  sketch  of  depressions,  bum  marks  and  "foot  prints"  at  the  site 
of  a  UFO  landing  at  Socorro,  New  Mexico  on  April  24tb,  1964.  (H.T.  Powers  report 

in  "Tbe  Humanoids"  by  Charles  Bowen),  A  police  officer  witnessed  the  cake  off 
of  an  unidentified  alininium  coloured  machine  which  bad  Leaded  with  a  roar  and  had 
made  a  similar  noise  as  it  ascended. 
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Diagram  1  A  drawing  of  the  Socoro  landing  site.  New  Mexico  24ch  April,  1964, 

The  rectangular  features  indicate  tbe  four  depressions  allegedly  made 
by  tha  landing  gear  of  the  UFO.  Burnt  areas  and  footprincs  art  also 
shown.  (W.T,  Powers  report  in  "Tbe  Riasenoids"  by  Charles  Bowen,  1969). 

Other  physical  effects  though  ouch  rarer  comprise  ceses  of  residual  radiation, 
of  apparent  microwave  destruction  of  vegetation  sod  of  "residues"  recovered  from  the 
site  of  landed  UFOs, 

4,  CHARACTERISTICS 

The  reported  characteristics  of  UFOs  are  far  coo  numerous  and  ccoplax  to  be 
detailed  in  a  booklet  of  this  nature,  indeed  they  would  require  a  many  volumed  ency¬ 
clopaedia  Co  describe  adequately  tbe  extraordinary  and  inexplicable  features  which 
characterise  UFO  reports.  We  must  therefore  satisfy  ourselves  here  by  describing 
briefly  the  more  common  of  these  features  encountered. 

The  outward  appearance  of  UFOs. alone  is  sufficiently  unusual  to  distinguish 
them  fccm  conventional  flying  machines  such  as  aircraft  and  helicopteca.  The  most 
frequently  reported  shapes  include  discus,  or  "lensTShaped",  flat  disc  or  "coin¬ 
like",  discoid  with  dome,  "saucer-shaped", "batTSbaped”,  "satum-shaped”,  "double 
domed"  disc,  hemispherical  disc,  flattened  sphere,  spherical  (from  all  angles) 
elliptical  or  "egg-shaped",  triangular  -  "tear-drop",  cylindrical  or  cigar-shaped, 
and  star-like. 
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Additional  detaila  scsnetimea  reported  particularly  by  witnessea  in  close 
proximity  with  UFOs  include  "portholes",  "windowa",  "doors"  projections,  body 
lights,  "legs"  or  "landing  gear". 

As  with  recorded  UFO  shapes  the  siaet  and  colours  described  are  multifarious. 
In  eye-witness  accounts  it  ia  often  difficult  to  detemine  size;  however  reports 
range  from  12  inches  or  less  to  300  feet  or  even  more  in  diameter  for  discoid 
objects,  and  up  to  some  thousands  of  feet  in  length  for  large  cylindrical  objects. 

Reported  colours  encompass  the  idiole  range  of  the  spectrum,  Thiring  daylight 
or  twilight  hours  UFOs  are  often  described  as  silver  or  metallic,  white  or  with  a 
reflective  surface,  grey  or  as  a  silhouette  (dark  or  black).  In  darkness  UFOs 
have  the  unique  ability  to  "glow"  brightly,  red  being  tbe  most  frequent  colour 
followed  by  orange,  yellow,  green  end  bine.  At  the  same. time  there  is  evidence 
of  emission  of  radiation  (already  described),  outside  the  visible  part  of  the 
electrasagnetic  spectrum.  On  occasions  colours  may  change  from  one  to  another  or 
increase  in  intensity  with  landing  or  take  off,  or  with  violent  manoeuvres.  UFOs 
often  carry  lights  of  varying  colours  and  instances  o£"beasu"  oaieted  by  them  are 
not  unccmmon. 

At  a  distance  UFOs  are  usually  silent.  At  close  quarters  witnesses  have 
reported  humming  sounds  like  a  swarm  of  bees,  or  an  electric  generator.  Other 
aounda  include  "whistling"  and  "whirring". 

The  notion  of  UFOs  and  their  reported  manoeuvres  cannot  be  paralleled  by 
present-day  conventional  aircraft  and  strongly  suggests  that  these  objects  are  the 
products  of  advanced  technologies.  All  appear  to  have  Che  ceusnon  ability  to  cenbat 
gravity  and  inertia  as  if  these  are  noo-existeot.  Tremendous  rates  of  aceelerstion 
and  deceleration  and  various .violent  manoeuvres  have  been  observed  and  tracked  on 
radar.  Also  recorded  are  "pendulum",  "floating",  or  "falllng-laaf"  motions.  UFOs 
have  at  tinea  shown  the  ability  to  hover  motionless,  to  follow,  lead  or  negotiate 
aircraft,  shipa,  motorised  vehicles  or  ocher  man-made  or  oatucal  objects  at  if  under 
acme  form  of  intelligent  control.  UFOs  have. been  seen  singly,  in  pairs  or  in  threes 
or  more,  and  occasionally  in  formation.  Often  a  large  cylindrical  object  is  accom¬ 
panied  by  one  or  mors  smaller  discoid. objects.  On  various  occasions  one  or  more 
discoid  objects  have  been  seen  to  appear  or  disappear  wben  in  the  imisediate  vicinity 
of  a  larger  cylindrical  object.  Speeds  in  excess  of  10,000  n.p.h.  have  been 
recorded  on  radaracopes. 

Physical  effects  caused  by  the  close  approach  or  landing  of  UFOs  are  many 
and  various  and  have  been  described  briefly  under  Evidence  of  UFOs. 

It  has  been  suggested,  on  the  evidence,  that  scsse  UFOs  are  under  systematic 
or  "intelligent"  control,  on  tbe  other  hand  one  could  speculate  chat  all  UFOs  need 
not  necessarily  contain  "intelligent"  beings.  There  are  however  hundreds  of  fully 
docissented  accounts  frem  all  parts  of  the  world  of  alleged  slgbtiogs  of  or  contacts 
with  occupants  of  UFOs,  These  occupants  have  been  variously  described,  but  the 
interesting  fact  which  has  emerged  from  comparative  studies  is  that  the  majority 
of  witnesses  reported  "humanoids". 

This  short  section  can  only  touch  on  tbe  major  reported  characteristics  of 
the  UFO  phencraenon,  but  even  in  this  brief  introduction  Che  reader  will  hopefully 
begin  to  appreciate  Che  extraordinary  natnre  of  the  subject  and  its  complexity^ 

The  scientific  cosmunity  has  been  seriously  misinformed  foe  the  past  twenty  years 
about  the  potential  importance  of  UFOs.  This  phenomenon  is  indeed  a  unique  challenge 
to  science! 
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5.  HOW  BUFORA  INVESTIGATES 

BUFORA  investigates  all  significant  reporta  o£  QFO  sightings  through  its 
investigations  Section.  The  functions  of  this  group  are:- 

(i)  the  intervieving  of  witnesses  to  obtain  data  on  UFO  phenomena, 

(ii)  the  sifting  of  such  data  into  reliable. and  unreliable,  and 
significant  and  insignificant  categories^ 

(iii)  the  appraisal  of  reliable  and  significant  data  with  the 
expectation  of  identifying  them  as  normal  events, 

(iv)  investigation  in  depth  of  the  small  mniber  of  apparently 
unidentifiable  phenemena,  follcated  by  tbe  preparation  of 
reports  for  submission  to  a  panel  of  expert  evaluators,  and 

(v)  to  assist  the  work  of  the  panel  in  selecting  and  preparing  for 
scientific  publication,  reports  which  justify  such  action  by  the 
quality  of  their  data,  tbe  nature  of  their  conclusions  and  the 
scientific  interest  likely  to  be  engendered. 

The  firststage,  of  obtaining  basic  data,. is  undertaken  by  a  body  of  investiga¬ 
tors  drawn  from  ordinary  members  who  have  expressed  sn  interest  in  this  work.  They 
require  no  high  level  of  training,  but  need  objectivity,  keenness,  tact  and  patience 
in  handling  witnesses,  and  above  all,  commonsenae  and  integrity.  These  investiga¬ 
tors  are  organised  into  sixteen  geographical  regions,  throughout  the  British  Isles, 
each  of  which  will  eventually  he  under  the  direction  of  a  Regional  Co-ordinator.  At 
the  head  of  Che  Section  is  a  National  Investigations  Co-ordinator  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  the  Section,  for  ensuring  that  Sightings  are  promptly  and 
adequately  investigated,  and,  in  due  course,  for  the  collation  and  preparation  of 
Che  final  reports. 

On  rteeiving  notification  of  a  Sighting,  the  NIC  notifies  such  facts  as  are 
known  to  the  appropriate  Reglonel  Co*ordinator,  who  allocs  Che  Merest,  suitable 
investigator  to  the  case.  The  investigator  calls  on  the  witnesses,  interviews 
them  carefully,  possibly  tape-recording  the  conversations,  visits  the  site,  and 
assiats  the  witncesea  in  filling  up  a  standard  Sighting  Report  Form  with  ell 
relevant  data  and  aketchea. 

The  second  stage,  the  sifting  of  data,  is  primarily  carried  out  at  Investiga¬ 
tor  level  by  recording  the  reliability  characteristics  of  witnesses,  the  probability 
of  accuracy  in  the  observation,  and  any  special  factors  which  affect  the  credibility 
of  the  case.  The  Regional  Co-ordinator  on  receiving  a  preliminary  report  from  an 
Invescigacor,  may  request  additional  information  until  he  is  satisfied  chat  as  full 
a  raporc  as  possible  has  been  obtained,  and  then  forwards. a  final  report  to  the  NIC. 
The  latter  classifies  inctning  reports  and  picks  out  those  of  particular  signifi¬ 
cance  for  investigation  in  depth,  obtains  the  assistance  of  experts  in  specialised 
fields  trtiere  necessary,  and,  ultimately,  produces  a  report  suitable  for  evaluation. 

6.  SEARCH  FOR  EXPLANATIONS 

It  is  Che  world-wide  experience  of  investigators  of  VFO  phenomena  that  ninety 
five  per  cent  of  so-called  sightings  can  be  explained  in  terms  of  natural  events 
or  man-made  objects,  misinterpreted  by  witnesses  through  unusual  situations  or  lack 
of  knowledge.  Such  natural  events  include  the  viewing  of  the  planets  Venus, 

Jupiter  and  Mars  during  their  brighter  phases,  meters,  fire-balls  and  unusual  clouds 
and  other  meteorological  effects.  Man-made  objects  may  include  brightly  reflecting 
satellites,  aircraft  in  unusual  orientations  (such  as  when  the  viewer  in  in  line 
with  the  exhaust,  or  looking  straight  into  the  landii^  lights),  meteorological  and 
other  ballons,  flares  of  many  kinds,  and,  more  recently,  chemical  clouds  released 
into  the  ionosphere. 
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The  function  of  an  investigator,  on  being  pot  In  charge  of  a  Sighting,  therefore, 
is  to  cake  all  possible  steps  to  identify  the  object  or  event..  An  experienced 
Investigator  will  be  able  to  do  this  in  about. haU. the  cases  he  undertakes,  although 
it  will  often  prove  difficult  Co  convince  an  excited,  but  unsophisticated,  witness 
of  his  conclusion.  In  the  remaining  cases,  expert  assistance  nay  be  needed  involving 
such  contacts  as  Airport  Controllers,  Keteorological  Offices,  Cospilers  of  Satellite 
Statistics,  Observatories  and  Scientific  Bodies  conducting  experinents  above  the 
atmosphere. 

When  an  investigation  has  been  undertaken  there. is  alwa3rs  Che  hope  Chat  it 
will  prove  to  be  one  of  the  rare  cases  to  be  classified  as  unidentifiable.  This 
may  be  so  because  the  quality  of  the  data  is  too  low  grade  for  a  reliable  inter¬ 
pretation  to  be  made;  auch  sightings  have  to  he  ignored.  On  Che  other  hand,  if 
unidentifiable  in  the  claasic  sense,  the  object  described  may  be  so  strange  as  to 
be  outside  the  normal  range  of  human  experience.  This  is  the  type  of  sighting  that 
justifies  the  existence  of  BUFORA,  and  requires  the  most  intensive  study. 

In  such  exceptional  cases,  further  factors  have. to  be  considered  such  as  the 
psychological  background  of  the  witnesses,  whether  they  have  previously  been  subject 
to  hallucinations,  the  premonitory  illusions  of  epilepsy,  or  even  whether  they 
claim  a  previous  psychic  experience.  Only  when  all  these  possibilities  have  been 
examined,  and  aftereliminating  all  natural  phencmena  and  man-nade  objects,  can  it  be 
stated  that  a  case  advances  our  knowledge  of  Unidentified  Flying  Objects. 

The  possibility  thee  one  case,  eventually  will  provide  irrefutable  evidence  of  an 
advanced  technology,  beyond  the  renge  of  human  developoenc,  ia  the  spur  which 
motivates  many  teaearchera. 

7,  ANALYSIS  AND  EVALUATION 

The  Aaaociation  has  recently  sec  up  a  Panel  of  Evaluators  to  whoa  selected 
reports  will  be  subnietad  Cor  a  final  appraisal.  Its  menbers  have  a  scientific 
background  and  training,  and  long  experience  of  UFO  invest igac ion.  As  BUFORA 
grows  in  stature  and  recognition  es  a  scientifically  orientated  body,  it  is  hoped 
to  draw  into  this  work  scienciscs  from  a  wide  range  of  disciplines  so  as  Co  cover 
all  aspects  of  the  investigated  phenomena. 

The  work  of  the  Panel  will  be  threefold, 

(i)  to  advise  the  investigatione  Section  where  it  considers  Chat  further 
infocmation  should  be  obtained,  particularly  where  channels  have  been 
overlooked  or  ceehnlcel  dete  inedequecely  compiled, 

(ii)  to  study  adequately  investigated,  but  unidentified,  cases,  and  to  seek  to 
reach  an  agreed  indeocilication,  and 

(iii)  to  select  cases  which  are  suitable  for  scientific  publication,  and  to 
advise  on  the  preparation  and  placing  of  papers  and  articles. 

It  cannot  be  too  strongly  emphaaised  that  recognition  of  the  importance  of  our 
subject  by  Scientific  Institutions  and  by  Covenaents,  will  only  be  achieved  by  the 
most  painstaking  investigation,  checked  and  tecbecked  at  every  stage,  and  compiled 
with  full  adherence  to  the  tenets  of  scientific  method. 

8.  ARE  SCIENTISTS  INTERESTED? 

The  short  answer  is  "TFS”.  The  climate  of  opinion  has  been  changing  dramati¬ 
cally  in  recent  years.  The  scientific  community  has  ceased  to  contemptuously  ignore 
the  UFO  phenomenon.  In  the  pest  end  in  various  parts  of  the  world,  there  have  been 
several  notable  individual  exceptions  to  the  general  scientific  disinterest.  Sur- 
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prising  as  it  maj  seem,  such  scientists  have  usually  been  brave  and  eminent  enough 
to  risk  the  scorn  and  ridicule  of  their  less  open  minded  colleagues  which  would 
certainly  jeopardise  the  careers  of  younger  and  lees  respected  men.  Prominent 
examples  of  such  scientists  of  high  repute  are  given  below:- 

Dr,  J.  Allen  Hynek.  Frofesaor  of  Aatronosy,  Hortbeestem  University 
Tllinois,  who,  until  1969,  spent  21  years  as  Consultant  to  the  U,S, 

Air  Force  on  UFOs,  Hynek  is  unquestionably  the  world's  leading 
authority  on  UFOs  and  although  originally  a  spactic,  be  is  now  urging 
the  scientific  community  to  study  the  phenceienon  in  depth. 

Dr.  James  E.  McDonald  was,  until  his  death  in  1971,  Professor  of 
Atmospheric  Physics  at  the  University  of  Arizona,  U.S.A.  McDonald  was  a 
prolific  writer  and  hrillieot  researcher  of  DFO  cases  ««»d  frequently 
lectured  to  major  scientific  Associations.  He  was  an  outspoken  advocate 
of  the  seriousness  of  the  UFO  problem. 

Dr.  Miran  Lindtner  was,  until  his  death  in  1969,  Senior  Scientist  at  the 
Veterinary  Research  Institute,  Hew  South  Hales,  Australia.  He  was 
active  in  soliciting  scientific  interest  in  UFOs  in  Australasia. 

Dr.  Donald  J,  Menxel.  Astronomer  and  Astrophysicist;  Director  of  the 
Harvard  College  Observatory  and  a  prcoimeoc  critic  of  UFO  Researchers. 
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Dr.  Harley  Rutledge.  Chairman  of  Physics  at  S.E.  Missouri  State  University, 
who,  together  with  a  team  of  six  other  scientists,  initiated  'Project 
Identification'  in  Missouri  following  massive  VFO  activity  there  in 
1974s  this  included  extensive  inttrunentel  scrutiny  by  lend  and  air. 

Dr.  Rutledge  emphasised  that  the  UFOs  and/or  their  occupants  seemed  to 
know  exactly  what  his  team  were  doing:  there  had  been  many  instances 
where  a  light  'want  out'  or  an  object  'suddenly  disappeared’  when  about 
to  be  photographed. 


Dr.  John  Taylor.  Professor  of  Mathnacics  at  Rings  College,  London  and 
holder  of  chairs  of  mathematics  at  Southampton  University  and  Rutgers 
University  USA.  Author  of  BIACR  HOLES:  THE  SHAPE  OP  MINDS  TO  CiWE 
and  ocher  works. 


In  1966  a  team  of  civilian  scientists,  under  the  Directorship  of  Dr.  Edward  U. 
Condon  at  Colorado  University,  were  ceomissioned  by  the  U.S.A.  Air  Force  to  mske 
a  detailed  study  of  the  UFO  phanemenon.  Thair  project  report  was  published  in 
1969.  Inter  alia,  Dr,  Condon  concluded  that  "further  extensive  study  of  UFOs 
probsbly  cannot  be  justified  in  the  expectetioo  that  science  will  be  edvanced 
thereby".  However,  it  is  encouraging  that  Dr.  Condon  also  stated  that  "we  believe 
that  any  scientist  with  adequate  training  and  credeotiale  who  does  come  up  with  a 
clearly  defined  specific  proposel  for  study  should  be  supported".  The  negative 
findings  and  conclusions  of  Dr.  Condon  and  his  team  is  now  receiving  a  barrage  of 
criticism  frcm  the  better  Informed  scientists  all  over  the  world.  Following 
nationwide  criticism  of  the  Colorado  Project  in  ’n.OOK"  magazine  on  30th  April, 

1968,  unprecedented  hearings  on  UFOs  were  held  by  the  U.S.A.  House  of  Represent- 
atives[  Science  and  Astronautic’s  Coranittee  on  29£b  July,  1968,  Six  distinguished 
scientists  fonsed  the  synposiuiii  panels  nsnely:^ 


Dr.  J.  Allen  Hynek  -  Professor  of  Astronomy,  Northwestern  University. 

Dr.  James  E.  McDonald  -  Senior  Atmospheric  Physicist,  Arizona  University, 
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Dr.  Carl  Sa^an  -  Departnent  of  Aatronony  and  Centre  for  Radiophysics  and 
Space  Research,  Cornell  Dniversity 

Dr,  Robert  L.  Hall  -  Professor  of  Sociology,  Illinois  University 

Dr,  James  A.  Harder  -  Associate  Professor  of  Civil  Engineering,  Oniversity 
of  California  at  Berkeley 

Dr.  Robert  M.L,  B^er  Jr,  -  Conputei  Sciences  Corp  nd  Department  of 

Engineering,  UCLA 

Sis  other  scientists  sufaaltted  detailed  discuaaions.  Conclusion!  All  but 
one  (Dr,  Menzel)  urged  a  nev,  conpletely  unbiased  scientific  investigation.  One 
scientist  even  suggested  a  Congressional  Investigation  of  the  Colorado  Project, 

December  1969,  Boston,  U.S.A.  The  scientific  ncmentiH  builds  up.  A  General 
Symposium  of  UPOs  was  held  on  this  date  by  the  American  Association  for  the 
Advancement  of  Science(AAAS) ,  Fourteen  scientiata  participated  including  Drs. 
Hynek,  McDonald,  Thornton  Page  and  Sagan, 

In  November  1970,  the  American  Institute  of  Aeronautica  and  Astronautics 
(AlAA)  criticised  Dr,  Condon's  recaaneadatioos  and  urged  renemd  scientific  study 
of  UFOs,  In  particular,  the  Institute  said  it  "strongly  feels  that,  fras  a 
scientific  and  engineering  stendpoint,  it  ia  unacceptable  to  simply  ignore  sub¬ 
stantial  numbera  of  unexplained  observations  and  to  close  the  book  about  them  on 
the  basis  of  premature  concluaiona".  Clearly,  the  file  of  the  UFO  phencmenon  is 
far  from  being  cloaed' 

9.  ARE  GOVERNMENTS  INTERESTED? 

The  answer  to  this  question  depends  on  vbatber  the  enquirer  means  the  public 
or  the  secret  interest  of  CovensMntsl  agencies.  This  distinction  is  velid  sod 
importane.  All  the  available  evidence  indicates  that  both  Che  British  snd  the 
Anerlcen  Governnents  (l,e.  air  defence  intelligences)  possess  much  more  information 
about  tha  UFO  phenomenon  and  treat  the  subject  far  more  seriously  Chan  is  publicly 
known.  Military  and  service  personnel  and  air  defence  networks  are  likely  to  be 
the  source  of  many  publicly  unknown  reports  and  encounters. 

The  British  Ministry  of  Defence  (HoD)  treats  the  UFO  reports  from  members  of 
the  public  on  a  very  low  priority  basis  as  there  are  no  funds,  equiiaient  or 
qualified  persons  available  to  investigate  such  reports.  A  spokesman  for  the  MoD 
states  that  the  MoD's  interest  is  limited  to  any  air  defence  implications. 

However,  for  reports  from  service  personnel  (e.g.  pilots),  Air  Traffic  Control 
Supervisors  are  required  to  complete  a  detailed  UFO  quescionneire  issued  by  the 
Mod, 


The  U.S.  Air  Force  has  had  a  much  lengthier  and  more  publicised  involvement 
with  OTOs  and  first  began  investigating  UFO  reports  in  1947,  the  Chief  of  Air 
Technical  Intelligence  informed  the  Comnanding  Officer  of  the  U.S,  Ale  Force  that 
he  concluded  that  UFOs  were  teal.  Since  that  time,  the  U.S,  Air  Force  has  issued 
successive  conflicting  policy  statanents  concerning  UFOs. 

The  following  is  a  brief  chronological  sunnaty  of  past  developments  in  the 
U.S.A.:- 


1947  -  1949! 


1950  -  1951: 


Serious  investigation,  conclnsions  UFOs  real  and  interplanetary. 

These  conclusions  challenged  on  basis  of  lack  of  proof; 
"explaln-away"  approach  adopted  by  investigators. 
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1952  -  1953s  Afcec  review  of  situation,  new  serious  investigation  started; 

evidence  uncovered  led  many  higb-ranking  officers  to  conclude 
UFOs  were  interplanetary* 

1954  -  1964:  Evidence  again  challenged  as  "proof",  this  time  by  panel  of 

scientists.  Conflicting  versicms  of  whether  expanded  investi 
gation  was  recocimended  (and  adopted)  to  obtain  more  data. 
Public  relations  prograrmae  adopted  to  assure  public  UFOs 
posed  no  danger,  or  threat  to  national  security. 


1966  -  Public  clamour  over  a  epate  of  UFO  sightings  lead  to  the 

commissioning  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force  of  the  Colorado  Project 
beaded  by  Dr.  Edward  U,  Condon, 

t968  -  Two  top  acientists  leave  Colorado  Project  and  voice  criticism 

that  Dr,  Condon  is  being  negative  and  biased,  "LOOK"  magarine 
described  Project  as  a  "fiasco”. 

1968  -  Congressional  hearing  on  UFOs  House  of  Representatives' 

Science  and  Astronautics  Camsittee. 

1969  -  Dr.  Condon  reports  and  concludes  that  UFOs  do  not  deserve  further 

scientific  attention  and  U.S,  Air  Force  UFO  investigation  centre 
(Project  Blue  Book)  is  closed  down, 

1970  -  UFOs  continue  to  be  reported  and  civilian  scientific  interest 

increases, 

1971  -  Dr,  J,  Alien  Hynek  writes  an  open  letter  to  his  scientific 

colleagues  in  "PRISICS  TOOAT"  offering  to  fom  a  receipt  centre 
for  undisclosed  UFO  Reports  that  otherwise  would  almost 
certainly  be  lost  to  science. 

1972  -  Dr,  Hynek  publishes  his  book  -  The  UFO  EXPERIENCE  -  urging 

scientific  attention  to  the  UFO  problem, 

1973  _  Or.  Hynek  founds  a  'CENTER  FOR  UFO  STUDIES'  in  Illinois  to 

act  as  a  form  of  ’clearing-house’  and  'exmainatioo  center' 
for  UFO  reports  worldwide. 

1974  -  Dr.  Hatley  Rutledge  and  his  team  make  one  of  the  most  highly 

instrumented  researches  ever  into  localised  UFO  activity  and 
conclude  that  'UFOs  are  propelled  by  an  unknown  power'  and 
'seem  at  times  to  have  intelligent  control' 

The  Governments  of  many  other  countries  have  taken  UFOs  seriously  at  one  time 
or  another.  The  U.S.S.R.  set  up  an  18  man  UFO  C<m«is#ion  in  Novosber  1967  follow¬ 
ing  hundreds  of  UFO  reports  from  all  over  Russia,  However,  4  months  later  it  was 
announced  that  the  Commission  had  been  disbanded  without  making  lea  promised 
report  publicly  known.  The  announcement  effectively  'Sjamed  off"  independent 
Russian  Scientists  from  pursuing  the  subject  furtherl 

The  National  Research  Council  of  Canada  has  for  many  years  recorded  and  made 
limited  investigations  of  Canadian  UFO  reports.  Unlike  the  British  reports,  these 
Canadian  reports  and  files  are  open  to  public  inspection. 
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In  recent  years,  various  South  American  Covenaents  have  officially  investigated 
the  many  UFO  reports  emanating  from  their  respective  countries. 

Both  the  British  HoD  and  the  U.S,  Ait  Force  state  that  about  lOJ  of  UFO  reports 
which  they  receive  fros  the  public  cannot  be  satisfactorily  explained.  The  analysis 
of  British  reports  by  the  MoD  for  the  period  from  1959  -  1970  is  as  followss- 


UFO  STATISTICS  -  Ist  JAMOACT  1959  TO  Slat  DECEMBER  1970 


UFO  Reports  offieialLy  made  to  Ministry  of  Defence  by  Mmibers  of  the  Public 

Yea/ 

Satellites 
and  Debris 

B&Uooiu 

Celestiil 

ObjecTa 

Metaerolockai 
and  Naiunt 
KvoAfnena 

Ainnft 

UiacdUBeoiis 

UfieaplaiAed 

(bitnfTiofint 

(nfemation) 

Total 

1959 

1 

3 

1 

7 

4 

2 

4 

22 

1960 

- 

d 

2 

7 

10 

1 

J 

31 

1961 

16 

11 

8 

20 

9 

5 

2 

71 

1962 

11 

6 

5 

8 

9 

A 

3 

46 

1963 

18 

6 

4 

4 

10 

7 

2 

51 

1964 

43 

3 

6 

« 

10 

7 

5 

74 

1965 

27 

3 

3 

2 

7 

14 

56 

1966 

38 

10 

5 

5 

17 

15 

5 

95 

1967 

57 

42 

26 

19 

150 

22 

46 

362 

1968 

65 

10 

36 

3 

114 

30 

22 

280 

1969 

37 

9 

27 

19 

101 

17 

18 

228 

1970 

9 

8 

31 

16 

97 

5 

15 

181 

Total 

322 

119 

154 

110 

538 

115 

139 

1497 

Note:  Miscellaneous  reports  include,  foe  eiaaple,  hoaxes,  the  reflection  of  lights 

on  cloud,  flares,  fireworks,  kites,  lights  on  call  structures  and  photographic 
aberestiona.  Approximately  9Z  of  these  reports  raaain  unexplained  to  the 
present  date, 

ia  MAJOR  THEORIES 

Thera  are  three  groups  of  theories  which  purport  to  account  for  the  existence 
of  UFOs,  excluding  Che  view  which  ascribed  all  UFO  reports  to  hoaxes  or  to  nis- 
identified  manmade  artifacts  or  natural  pbenomeoa.  We  will  consider  briefly  each 
of  these  groups  in  turn, 

1.  EETSA-TERKSTRIAL,  This  is  the  view  which  assumes  Chat  the  UFOs  are  space¬ 
ships  frm  elsewhere,  in  our  solar  system  or  beyond  it.  The  general  public  seems 
to  be  unaware  of  any  other  possibility  chan  this  and  it  has  a  large  following 
among  UFO  students  and  rssearchets.  It  must  be  said  chat  there  has  been  a  marked 
weakening  of  support  for  it  in  tecent  years,  especially  aong  experienced  and 
advanced  students. 

2,  TERRESTRIAL.  In  its  simplest  form  this  view  ascribes  Che  manufacture  of 
UFOs  to  Russia,  the  United  States,  Britain  or  acme  other  Fewer  and  it  is  only  fair 
to  state  that  a  few  UFO  sightings  may  well  relate  to  prototype  aircraft  of  unusual 
design  and  missiles  on  the  'Secret'  List,  A  few  theorists  have  speculated  that 
the  UFOs  may  represent  a  sophisticated  development  of  the  wartiaw  V-7,  operated  by 
a  secret  remnant  of  Nazis  based  in  Antarctica  or  South  America. 
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Some  consider  that  the  UFOa  are  built  and  operated  hj  surviving  deacendencs 
of  a  'First  Wave’  of  terrestrial  civilisation,  iriiich,  it  is  assumed,  perfected  aerial 
and  possibly  even  space  flight.  Variants  of  this  idea  drag  in  'detrimental  robots' 
dwelling  in  caverns  beneath  the  earth,  or  heirs  of  Che  Lost  Continent  of  Atlantis. 

Or  could  the  ufonauts  be  Time-travellers? 

3.  PSYCHIC  4  PSYCHOLOGICAL.  The  late  Dr.  C.G.  Jung  thought  that  ITPOs  might 
be  psychic  projections  frca  the  collective  unconscious,  stirred  into  activity  by 
the  stresses  of  the  Atomic  Age.  A  French  professor  has  postulated  a  'OFO  psychosis' 
among  a  large  section  of  the  population. 

Other  schools  of  thought  have  ascribed  UFOs  to  the  spirits  of  the  death, 
'elementals'  and  inhabitants  of  other  dimensions. 

It  will  be  clear  fron  the  foregoing  there  is  no  shortage  of  theories  to 
account  for  UFO  manifestations.  BUFORA  is  not  conitted  to  any  specific  notion  of 
UFO  origin  and  welcomes  exponents  of  all  schools  of  thought  on  the  matter  net  iritolly 
out  of  accord  with  the  observational  evidence  and  recognises  Che  following  working 
hypotheses!- 

1.  That  the  sightings  involve  misldentificatioos  of  objects  which  are  man  made 
or  natural  and  are  well  know  Co  experts. 

2.  That  Che  sightings  involve  man  made  devices  known  only  to  their  inventors 

3.  That  the  sighting  reports  are  hoaxes  or  involve  fabrications 

4.  That  Che  sightings  involve  natural  events  which  are  not  observed  often 
enough  for  scientists  to  have  produced  suitable  scientific  explanations 

5.  That  the  sightings  are  mental  projections  by,  or  received  by,  the  witnesses 

6.  That  the  sightings  involve  devices  produced  hy  one  oc  more  alien  advanced 
technologies  which  originate: 

(A)  Elsewhere  in  our  Universe,  being  i)  Within  our  Solar  systes 

ii)  Uicbin  our  Galaxy 
iii)  Beyond  our  Galaxy 

OB  (B)  In  a  univacta  which  is  not  obvious  to  us  using  conventional  techniques, 
and  which  is  i)  Farallel  to  ours  in  space  and  time 

ii)  Parallel  to  ours  in  space  but  NOT 
time 

iii)  Parallel  Co  ours  in  time  but  NOT  space 

7.  That  the  sightings  are  of  intelligent  processes  beyond  our  spacetime 
continuum  snd  nee  explicable  in  any  of  the  above  categories. 

BUPOBA  is  working  on  the  assumption  chat  the  UFO  reports  made  to  us  are  mainly 
in  category  1,  with  a  small  perceneage  belonging  to  categories  2  ~  5,  but  that  a  FEU 
PER  CENT  OF  ALL  REPORTS  are  consistent  with  hypotheses  6  and/or  7. 

Whilst  it  is  true  that  many  of  BUFORA's  members  are  interested  in  category  6A. 
BUFORA's  research  dapartmene  welcomes  constructive  articlee  and  research  proposals 
from  anyons  whose  major  Inteteata  lie  within  any  of  the  other  categories. 

11.  AOVtCE  TO  WITNESSES 

Every  year,  throughout  Che  world,  thousands  of  ordinary  meo  and  wenen  are 
startled  by  events  in  the  air,  and  sometimes  on  the  ground,  which  are  outside  the 
normal  range  of  their  experience.  These  events  may  range  from  the  faintly  interest¬ 
ing,  through  the  stimulating  and  provocative,  to  the  harrowing  and  frankly  frightening. 

Any  one  of  us  may,  without  warning,  find  ourselves  faced  with  such  an  event, 
and,  if  inadequately  prepared  either  mentally  or  physically,  may  lose  the  opportunity 
of  obtaining  vital  information.  In  such  an  event,  then,  wliat  should  we  do?  Suppose, 
for  example,  you  were  picnicing  in  the  country  and,  looking  idly  into  the  sky,  you 
were  startled  to  see  an  apparently  enormous,  shining,  circnlar  craft  hovering  noise¬ 
lessly  high  above  you  (whether  the  craft  really  existed,  or  not,  this  has  been  the 
experience  of  more  than  one  family  in  recent  years)  -  then  take  Che  following 
deliberate  steps: 
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(i)  shake  jrour  bead  and  blink  -  then  turn  and  see  if  the  object  it  still 
there; 

(ii)  examine  it  carefully  for  as  long  aa  is  necessary  to  aenorise  the  essential 
details,  then  try  to  get  at  least  one  more  mitness,  if  this  can  be  done 
quickly; 

(iii)  whether  you  succeed  or  not  in  getting  another  witness,  make  a  sketch  of 
Che  object,  and  its  surroundings,  in  as  much  detail  as  possible; 

(iv)  if  you  ace  fortunate  to  have  a  camera  without,  take  as  may  pictures  as 
you  can,  with  varying  exposures,  before  you  make  a  sketch.  But  make  the 
sketch,  afterwards,  as  Che  film  may'  nb^  be  satisfactory; 

(v)  hold  several  coins  at  arm'a  length  and  record  which  one  just  covers  Che 
object  -  this  will  give  an  eacinate  of  size  if  the  distance  is  known; 

(vi)  write  down  as  many  facts  about  Che  event  aa  possible,  at  Che  site;  facts 
such  as  time,  place,  direction,  angle  in  Che  sky  from  Che  horizoncal, 
shape,  colour,  motion,  weather  conditions,  wind  strength  and  direction, 
position  of  sun  (or  moon),  and  all  other  relevant  factors; 

(vii)  watch  the  event  for  as  long  as  you  can,  and  then  pay  particular  attention 
to  the  manner  in  which  it  phases  out  or  disappears, 

(viiij  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  event,  telephone  or  write  to  an  officer  of 
BUFOKA,  preferably  the  Ketional  Investigations  Co-ordinator,  stating  when 
and  where  you  would  be  available  for  interview.  Please  do  not  call  the 
Press,  in  the  first  instance,  as  the  fear  of  ridicule  may  inhibit  ocher 
vital  witnesses  frcn  caning  forwerd  in  support  of  your  observations, 

BUPOSA  will  always  preserve  Che  aoonymicy  of  a  witness,  if  desired. 

The  chances  of  your  participating  in  a  really  significant  event  are,  of  course, 

extremely  remote,  but  if  you  are  interested  in  helping  BUFOkA  in  its  research,  then 

be  prepared;  on  excursions  into  Che  country  carry  a  coiera,  binoculars,  compass 

and  notebook  -  and  LOOK  UP,  Host  people  look  down. 

11  QUOTES 

1.  COMMANDER  ROBERT  B  JdcCLAUGHUN 

U.S.  Ni«y  miulle  expcn  •  lUtement  stede  tn  I949;- 

“Many  timei  I  have  seen  flying  dija  following  tnd  overtikuig  moak*  in  lligbl  al  (he  expeiimeslel  bate  el  White 
Sands.  New  Mexico,  where  •  at  it  known  -  che  flni  American  atom  bomb  arat  Uied  out.’* 

2.  EX-PRESIDENT  TRUMAN 

ftea  Coftfetencs,  4th  April.  19i0> 

“I  can  atture  you  ihat  flying  aiucen,  given  that  (hey  exit(,  are  noi  consiruc(ed  by  any  power  on  earth." 

3.  GENERAL  JOHNSON 

Former  U.S.  SecrMatyofDefenie.eth  Augun,  1950:- 

“If  we  knew  who  cootrructed  Flying  Saucere  we  wouM  gladly  order  a  few  squadrons." 

4.  GENERAL  IQHN  SAMFORD 

Former  Director  of  Istelligence  U.S.  Air  Force.  Press  Conference.  29(h  July.  1952:- 

"Howevn,  there  hive  rettudned  a  percentage  of  Ihe  lolal.  In  the  order  of  of  the  reporu,  dial  have  come  from 
credible  obtervett  of  lelativel)'  incndibie  things." 

5.  AIR  CHIEF  MARSHAL  LORD  PCnTOINC.  R.A.F. 

Quotedby  Reuters.  August  1954:. 

"Of  course  the  flying  saucers  are  teat  •  and  they  are  inlerplanelary.  The  euilcnce  of  these  machinei  it  evident,  and 
I  have  accepted  them  ^solutely. The  cumulative  evidence  for  the  existence  oT  UFOs,  is  quite  overwhelming  and  I 
accept  the  fact  of  their  exiatence.” 

6.  GENERAL  L.M.  CHASSIN 

Former  General  Air  Defence  Co-ordinator,  Afiied  Air  Force.  Centra]  Europe  (NATO):- 

"Forif  weperiiii  in  refuaing  to  recognise  the  existencs  of  these  uiudenttned  objects,  we  will  end  up,  one  flneday, 
by  mislakii^  them  for  the  guided  misailei  of  an  enemy,  and  (be  wont  wdl  be  upon  us."  {Extract  from  his  Pleface 
to  Aime  Michel's  book  -  Flying  Saucers  and  The  Stia%h(  line  Mystery). 


-16- 


7.  PROPESSORJ.  AI.I.FM  HYNFK 

SctentiHc  CoiuulUnt  to  the  U.S.  Air  Force,  Chairman,  Deptftnefil  of  Astionoii^  and  Director  of  Dearborn 
Observatory,  Northwestern  University. 

Extract  from  his  Foreward  to  VaJlee's  book  •  ^Qtalieitge  to  Sdence**  first  poblldied  in  1967;- 
“As  a  consequence  of  my  wotfcon  the  voluminoai(U.S.)  air  force  fibs,  and  to  greater  extent,  of  personal  investigation 
of  many  puzzling  cases  and  interviews  witli  witnesses  of  good  repute,  I  have  tong  been  aware  that  the  subject  of  UFOs 
could  not  be  dismissed  as  mere  nortsense.  Nonsense  is  prescikt,  to  be  sure,  and  nuudeoltficatton  of  otherwise  familiar 
objects  that  many  sincere  people  reports  as  UFOa.  But  is  these  not  a  “agnal''  m  the  ‘'none”,  a  needle  in  the  haystack? 
Is  it  not  precisely  our  role  to  try  to  isolate  the  valid  from  the  ■Kmsenscal?’' 

8.  ALEXANDER  TIKHONOV  fll.S.SRi 

Member  of  the  Russian  Commission  formed  in  November  1967  to  inrestigate  UFOa  -  quoted  in  the  Daily  Telegrapli 
on  14th  November  1967:- 

“UFOs  have  been  seen  by  thousands  of  Russians  this  summa  over  the  Crimea,  tbe  Caucasus  and  the  Urals.  The 
sickle-shaped  object  was  seen  by  holiday  makers  on  the  Black  Sea  coastline.  Uistlic  ttrar^est  incident  ofall.  We 
have  pictures  of  it.” 

9.  DR  HERMANN  QBERTH 
World-famous  rocket  scientist: 

“I  believe  extra-terrestrial  inteliigencies  are  watching  the  Earth  and  have  been  TisiUng  us  for  millcnia  in  llielr  Flying 
Saucers." 


“UFO  SOCIETIES  AND  PURI  JC  ATIONS” 

‘The  following  list  is  a  selection  of  the  more  serious  societies  and  pubUcatiotts  dedicated  to  staying  die  UFO  enigma. 
This  list  is  far  from  complete  and  it  is  worth  remarkingthal  there  ate  20  or  mare  local  groups  and  societies  in  tlie 
United  Kingdom  alonemanyof  whom  produce  then  ount  joumai  or  fscwslettcc.  Names  and  addressed  of  member 
socielies  of  BUFQRA  may  be  obtained  from  the  Hon.  Subscrtplkn  Secretary.  Socielietluve  varying  subscription 
arrangements,  and  theae  often  include  additional  benefits. 

Full  details  should  be  obtained  direct  from  the  o^anisatiOB  (endoae  an  inUinalioaal  reply  coupon  if  writing  abroad)  and 


some  pidtiishers  will  supply  a  free  sample  copy  on  request. 

Aiittralia 

Australian  Flying  Saucer  Research  Sac. 

Box  14S7  G.P.0,  Adelaide  S.A.  5001 
Publkatian:  AFSRS  MAGAZINE 
UFO  Investigation  Centre  (UFOIC) 

P.O.  Box  E.  1 70,  St.  James,  Sydney,  NSW  2000 
Publication:  UFOIC  NEWSLETTER  and  AUSTRALIAN 
UFO  REVIEW 

Victoria  UFO  Research  Soc.  (VUPORS) 

P.O.  Box  43,  Mooiabbln,  Victoria  3189. 

Publication:  AUSTRALIAN  UFO  BULLETIN  and 
AUSTRAUAN  FLYING  SAUCER  REVIEW 
Belgium 

Soclete  Beige  d'Etude  des  Rienomenes 
Spatlaux  (SOfiEPS) 

Boulevard  Aristide  BrUnd,  26, 1070  Brussels 
Publication:  INPORESPACE  and  SOBERS  NEWS 

Canada 

Publication  (only) 

CANADIAN  UFO  REPORT 

Box  758,  Duncan.  British  Columbia  V9L  3Y1 

Denmark 

Skandinnaviak  UFO  Information  (SUFOl) 

Ingstrup  AJIe  35.  2770  Kastrup 
Publication:  UFO-NYT 
Finland 

inteiplancUsil  ry-lntarplanetisteina  rf 
FOstilokero  lOlOI, 

HelrinkilO 
Pid>lication:  VIMANA 


France 
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